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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)S Responsive to communication(s) filed on 18 June 2007 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Amendment, filed 06/18/2007; 
Request for Continued Examination, filed 06/18/2007. 

2. Claims 1, 8, 1 1-13, 21, 24, 26, 27, 35, 38 and 40 are pending in the case. 
Claims 1,13, and 27 are independent claims. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
06/18/2007 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 8, 11-13, 21, 24, 26, 27, 35, 38 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Moran, U.S. Patent No. 6,509,912, issued 
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January 2003, in view of Rflaxted, U.S. Patent No. 6,340,967 B1, issued January 
2002. 

Regarding independent claim 1, Moran teaches domain objects, 
programmatically equivalent to the claimed property values, which are context specific 
representations of information that are used in a freeform graphics system (Abstract, 
Figs. 22 and 26, col. 2, 1. 28-57; col. 13, I. 13-col. 14, I. 23; claim 1), and that domain 
objects are represented in the system by a graphic object, i.e., icon, representing an 
instance of the domain object. 

Moran teaches a storage, access, and rendering system for the domain objects 
(col. 6, 1. 20-col. 7, 1. 25), compare to claim 1, a storage system that stores the property 
value of the document or file in electronic ink format; and an ink access system that 
allows the operating system to access the stored property value in electronic ink format, 
wherein the rendering system renders the stored property value in electronic ink format 
as part of a file preview operation. 

Moran teaches that the property value in electronic ink format includes an 
electronic ink title for the document or file (col. 13, 1. 13-col. 14, 1. 23; especially col. 14, 
I. 5-6; col. 21,1. 52-60), and that the title may be rendered as part of a file list operation 
(col. 10, 1. 60-col. 1 1, 1. 31). Moran teaches that the title may be rendered as part of a 
file preview operation (col. 13, 1. 20-29), since Moran discloses that the user may 
expand the information about a domain object by double tapping on the icon, this will 
result in another layout of the domain object being displayed as an overlay, i.e., file 
preview. 
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Moran teaches that the system receives a property value of a document or file on 
the system in electronic ink format (col. 21, 1. 25-51; col. 22, I. 8-23). Moran teaches 
that the property value is received as part of a file or document save operation because 
Moran teaches that system operations can be associated with user actions and the 
class definition of a domain object (col. 9, 1. 50-col. 10, I. 10), therefore Moran suggests 
that the domain objects, i.e., property values may be received as part of a file or 
document save operation. While Moran does not explicitly teach a rendering system for 
rendering a save interface in response to the input system receiving the save command, 
the input system configured to receive in electronic ink format a property value of a 
document or file on or accessible by the computer system in the save interface] Maxted 
teaches a pen based edit correction interface method and apparatus which allows a 
user to enter electronic ink data into a window interface as part of a file save operation, 
in this case modifying a user defined dictionary (Fig. 14; col. 13, I. 47-col. 14, 1. 67, 
especially col. 14, 1. 4-13). 

Both Moran and Maxted are directed toward pen based computer systems. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
combine the user defined dictionary disclosed by Maxted with the freeform graphics 
system and domain objects disclosed by Moran, in order to improve recognition of 
specialty words, i.e., words not found in the default dictionary, and allowing the user to 
add those specialty words to a user defined dictionary (Maxted col. 34, 1. 1-12), thereby 
allowing for greater customization of the freeform graphics system. 
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Regarding dependent claim 8, Moran teaches that the input system is activated 
in response to a command from an application program requesting activation of 
electronic ink input with respect to at least one document or file in the application 
program, since Moran teaches that the freeform editing program requests activation of 
electronic ink input with respect to documents or files in the program (col. 6, 1. 20-col. 7, 
I. 25). 

Regarding dependent claims 11 and 12, Moran teaches that the input system 
receives from a user a change to the property value in electronic ink format associated 
with the document or file (col. 13, 1. 13-col. 14, 1. 23; claim 1), and that the property 
value in electronic ink format includes an electronic ink title (col. 13, 1. 13-col. 14, 1. 23; 
especially col. 14, 1. 5-6; col. 21, 1. 52-60). 

Regarding independent claim 13, claim 13 reflects the methods implemented 
by the system as claimed in claim 1 , and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Regarding dependent claim 21, 24, and 26, claims 21 , 24, and 26 reflect the 
methods implemented by the system as claimed in claims 8, 11, and 12, respectively, 
and are rejected along the same rationale. 

Regarding independent claim 27, claim 27 reflects the computer-readable 
medium including computer-executable instructions used by the system as claimed in 
claims 1, 8, and 9, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Regarding dependent claims 35, 38, and 40, claims 35, 38, and 40 reflect the 
computer-readable medium including computer-executable instructions implemented by 
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the system claimed in claims 8, 11, and 12, respectively, and are rejected along the 
same rationale. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to amended claims 1,13, and 27 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

4. The new ground of rejection includes the Maxted patent, which is being relied 
upon to disclose the newly claimed limitations: ...a rendering system for rendering a 
save interface in response to the input system receiving the save command, the input 
system configured to receive in electronic ink format a property value of a document or 
file on or accessible by the computer system in the save interface (Claim 1). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Amelia Rutledge whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7508. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:30 - 6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on 571-272-4137. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
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information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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